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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 2 
January 2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of tiie invention, and of tlie manner and process of 
malting and using it, in sucli full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. In Claim 19, last line, the term "only" excludes 
other structures, wherein the specification clearly indicates that other structures are 
present at the cut in multiple locations. 
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The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In Claim 19, last line, it is unclear what structure in what location(s) is excluded 
by the term "only" since there is material connected to the cut portion. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

Claims 1,16, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Fujiwara (US 2003/0164317 A1). 

Claims 1 and 16: package member (1); sheet package (1); printer (30); side part 
(paragraph [0012]); portion (see Fig. 1-4); front edge (around 13); rear edge (around 3); 
projecting part (34 and 36); sheet storage unit (37); (Note: the projecting part is not 
claimed to move.) 

Claim 18: first part and second part (see Fig. 3 below); 

Claim 19: perforated portion and cut portion (paragraph [0012]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-5, 9, 15-16, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moser (US 4,494,746) in view of Fujiwara. Moser discloses: 

Claims 1 and 16: package member (1); sheet package (1); printer (abstract; a 
copying machine inherently has a printer element); side part (1 along which 6 is part); 
edge (6); sheet storage unit (7); projecting part (3); 

Claims 2 and 3: package member (1); perforated line (See Fig. 5 below, line A); 
side part into two parts (8 and 1 0 sections); 

Claim 4: projecting part (3); sheet storage unit (7); pressing member (3); 

Claim 5: pressing member (3); concave part (17 and 18; Note: the part detail is 
not shown. However, any cut is inherently concave at some point on its profile.); side 
wall of the sheet storage unit (7); side part (8 and 10); pushing member (4 and 11); 
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Claim 9: projecting part (3); level difference (See Fig. 1 below, B level; Note: B is 
"formed in" 7 since B passes through 7.); side wall of the sheet storage unit (7); side 
part (1 along which 6 is part); 

Claim 15: sheet package (1); paper (column 3, lines 5-6; Note: cardboard 

contains paper); 

Claim 18: first part and second part (8 or 10/6 on opposite sides of 1); 
Claim 19: perforated portion and cut portion (6/8/10). 

Moser does not directly show the side part at a first and second position. 

Fujiwara shows a similar device having the side part at a first and second 
position (2) for the purpose of reliably picking up sheets one at a time right up to the 
final sheet (paragraph [0007]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Moser as taught by 
Fujiwara and include Fujiwara's similar device having the side part at a first and second 
position for the purpose of reliably picking up sheets one at a time right up to the final 
sheet. 
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in til is section. 

Claims 1-4, 9, and 13-19, as understood by tine Examiner, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sasaki, et al. (US 2002/0056961 A1) 
("Sasaki") in view of Fujiwara. Sasaki discloses: 
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Claims 1 and 16-17: package member (10); sheet pacl<age (10); printer 
(abstract); side part (23 and 25); edge (23 and 25; See FIG. 6 below, note that the front 
sections are identified in regions.); sheet storage unit (40); projecting part (55); (Note: at 
least one of the sides of the sheets is capable of being in flush contact with the 
projecting member, especially as the user places the package into the storage unit.) 

Claims 2 and 3: package member (10); perforated line (23 and 25, Note: 23 and 
25 were are capable of being provided with perforated lines to cut them); side part into 
two parts (23 and 25); 

Claim 4: projecting part (55); sheet storage unit (40); pressing member (55; Note: 
every action has an equal and opposite reaction. Therefore, 55 presses the stack of 
sheets when they press 55.); 

Claim 9: projecting part (55); level difference (See FIG. 6, 50 and 52); side wall of 
the sheet storage unit (55 at 40); side part (23 and 25); 

Claim 13: sheet package (10); single sheet-like member (paragraph [0069]); 

Claim 14: sheet package (10); fold-back part (11h); 

Claim 15: sheet package (10); paper (paragraph [0069]) 

Claim 18: first part and second part (23/25); 

Claim 19: perforated portion and cut portion (23/25). 
Sasaki does not directly show the side part at a first and second position. 

Fujiwara shows a similar device having the side part at a first and second 
position (2) for the purpose of reliably picking up sheets one at a time right up to the 
final sheet (paragraph [0007]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Sasaki as taught by 
Fujiwara and include Fujiwara's similar device having the side part at a first and second 
position for the purpose of reliably picking up sheets one at a time right up to the final 
sheet. 



FIG. 6 




Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moser in view of Fujiwara and further in view of Ishiduka, et al. (US 6,217,019) 
("Ishiduka"). Moser discloses all the limitations of the claims as discussed above. Moser 
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does not directly show a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, or a difference 
between a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of the one 
of the two parts at the perforated line and a distance from the pressing member to a 
rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction is smaller than a maximum 
permissible displacement of the mark for the sensor wherein the mark indicates the type 
of the stack of sheets. 

Ishiduka shows a similar device having a sensor provided to the sheet storage 
unit, or a difference between a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after 
the removal of the one of the two parts at the perforated line and a distance from the 
pressing member to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction is 
smaller than a maximum permissible displacement of the mark for the sensor wherein 
the mark indicates the type of the stack of sheets (column 6, lines 17-32; FIG. 1 and 3A) 
for the purpose of allowing the printer to read the paper information from the mark 
(column 6, lines 22-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Moser as taught by Ishiduka 
and include Ishiduka's similar device having a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, 
or a difference between a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after the 
removal of the one of the two parts at the perforated line and a distance from the 
pressing member to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction is 
smaller than a maximum permissible displacement of the mark for the sensor wherein 
the mark indicates the type of the stack of sheets for the purpose of allowing the printer 
to read the paper information from the mark. 
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Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sasaki in view of Fujiwara and further in view of Ishiduka. Sasaki discloses all the 
limitations of the claims as discussed above. Sasaki does not directly show a sensor 
provided to the sheet storage unit, or a difference between a length of the side part in 
the sheet feed direction after the removal of the one of the two parts at the perforated 
line and a distance from the pressing member to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in 
the sheet feed direction is smaller than a maximum permissible displacement of the 
mark for the sensor wherein the mark indicates the type of the stack of sheets. 

Ishiduka shows a similar device having a sensor provided to the sheet storage 
unit, or a difference between a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after 
the removal of the one of the two parts at the perforated line and a distance from the 
pressing member to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction is 
smaller than a maximum permissible displacement of the mark for the sensor wherein 
the mark indicates the type of the stack of sheets (column 6, lines 17-32; FIG. 1 and 3A) 
for the purpose of allowing the printer to read the paper information from the mark 
(column 6, lines 22-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Sasaki as taught by Ishiduka 
and include Ishiduka's similar device having a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, 
or a difference between a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after the 
removal of the one of the two parts at the perforated line and a distance from the 
pressing member to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction is 
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smaller than a maximum permissible displacement of the mark for the sensor wherein 
the mark indicates the type of the stack of sheets for the purpose of allowing the printer 
to read the paper information from the mark. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moser in view of Fujiwara and further in view of Ishiduka. Moser discloses all the 
limitations of the claims as discussed above. Moser does not directly show a package 
member provided with a mark which can be read by a sensor provided to the sheet 
storage unit, or a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of 
the one of the two parts at the perforated line that is substantially equal to a distance 
from the level difference to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed 
direction. 

Ishiduka shows a similar device having a package member provided with a mark 
which can be read by a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, and a length of the 
side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of the one of the two parts at the 
perforated line that is substantially equal to a distance from the level difference to a rear 
wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction (column 6, lines 17-32; FIG. 1 
and 3A) for the purpose of allowing the printer to read the paper information from the 
mark (column 6, lines 22-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Moser as taught by Ishiduka 
and include Ishiduka's similar device having a package member provided with a mark 
which can be read by a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, and a length of the 
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side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of the one of the two parts at the 
perforated line that is substantially equal to a distance from the level difference to a rear 
wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction for the purpose of allowing the 
printer to read the paper information from the mark. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sasaki in view of Fujiwara and further in view of Ishiduka. Sasaki discloses all the 
limitations of the claims as discussed above. Sasaki does not directly show a package 
member provided with a mark which can be read by a sensor provided to the sheet 
storage unit, or a length of the side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of 
the one of the two parts at the perforated line that is substantially equal to a distance 
from the level difference to a rear wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed 
direction. 

Ishiduka shows a similar device having a package member provided with a mark 
which can be read by a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, and a length of the 
side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of the one of the two parts at the 
perforated line that is substantially equal to a distance from the level difference to a rear 
wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction (column 6, lines 17-32; FIG. 1 
and 3A) for the purpose of allowing the printer to read the paper information from the 
mark (column 6, lines 22-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Sasaki as taught by Ishiduka 
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and include Ishiduka's similar device having a package member provided with a mark 
which can be read by a sensor provided to the sheet storage unit, and a length of the 
side part in the sheet feed direction after the removal of the one of the two parts at the 
perforated line that is substantially equal to a distance from the level difference to a rear 
wall of the sheet storage unit in the sheet feed direction for the purpose of allowing the 
printer to read the paper information from the mark. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 2 January 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding the diagonal "side part", since the diagonal profile has a profile 
component in the "feed sheet direction", it anticipates the claims. 

Regarding a front edge contacting a projecting part, see paragraph [0042] and 
Fig. 4 and 7 below. Front edge 4, which includes the front edge of the diagonal section, 
contacts the projecting part 36. 
Fig. 4 




Applicant states the following. 
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Thus, Moser does not teach or suggest (1) "the side part being in parallel with the 
sheet feed direction;" or (2) "the side part is structured such that the front edge contacts 
with a projecting part formed in the sheet storage unit;" as recited in independent claim 1 
and as similarly recited in independent claim 16. 

Regarding (1), a direction vector is a line and a side is a plane. Therefore, there 
are possible parallel planes that rotate around the direction vector and that may be 
offset from said vector while still being parallel. Since side part 1/6 (plane) of Moser is 
parallel with the sheet feeding direction (line). 

Regarding (2), the side part front edge 1/6 does contact a projecting part 3. 

The same reasoning is purported to the "alleged combination of Sasaki and 
Fujiwara". The same reasoning is applied such that the side parts are 23/25 and the 
projecting parts are 50/55. 

In response to applicant's argument that "Ishiduka does not teach or suggest (1) 
... or (2) the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it 
that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would 
have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ871 (CCPA1981). 

Regarding Claim 18, the fact that "the belt-like member that is the boundary 
between these parts ..." is irrelevant in that there still exists first and second parts that 
are detachable on opposing sides of the package member as shown in the rejections 
above. 
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Regarding Claim 19, no where in the Fujiwara ('317) reference (including 
paragraph [0012]) are there disclosed "burrs". Further, Applicant states that there are 
"perforations" of cut and uncut parts. In these "perforations", a "cut portion" is present. 
Therefore, "the front edge of the side part contains a perforated portion and a cut 
portion." 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GERALD W. MCCLAIN whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-7803. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
7:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick H. Mackey can be reached on (571) 272-6916. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gerald W. McClain /Patrick H. Mackey/ 

Examiner Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Art Unit 3653 Unit 3653 



